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REMARKS 

Claims 1-20 remain pettding in this jgyplication. Applicants respectfiilly request 
reconsideration of the present application in view of the reasons that follow. Because this 
response is being submitted within (2) months of the mailing date of the OfBce Action, a prompt 
Advisoiy Action is requested in the event that this reply is not found to place the present 
application in condition for allowance. 

A detailed listing of all claims that are, or were, in die application, irrespective of wheflier 
the claim(s) remain under examination in the application, is presented, with an ^ropriate status 
identifier for each claim. 

Claim Rfiiections - 35 U.S.C. S 103(a) 

a. Rejection of claims 1, 3, and 14-16 based on MiUer in view of Soinletal. and 
further in view of George et al. 

Ill section 2 of the Office Action, claims 1, 3 and 14-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 103(a) afi being unpatentable over Miller (U.S. Patent No. 5,949,21 6) in view of Soini et al. 
(U.S. Published Patent AppUcation No. 2002/0193152) and further in view of George et al. (U.S. 
Patent No. 4,684.870). 

i. Oaims 1 and 3 

Applicants respectfully submit that the OfiBce Action fkils to establish a prima facie case 
of obviousness with regard to claim 1 for at least two reasons. First, the dted combination of 
NfillCT in view of Soini et al, and further in view of Georee et al. fails to teach, disclose, or 
suggest all of the elements of claim 1 as combined therein. Second, there is no suggestion or 
motivation to modify Mll^ or to otherwise combine the teachings of Miller. Soini et al.. and 
George et al. to arrive at the subject matter of claim 1 . 
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Specifically, claim 1 recites a "traasceiva: configured to send and receive data wbile the 
battery charge is below the low level and the recharger provides charge to the rechargeable 
batteiy and to the transceiver, the low level being a level at which the battery is unable to power 
the transceiver when the charge is below the low level," The cited combination of Miller in view 
ofSoinietal. and fiirther in view of George etal, does not teach, disclose, or suggest a 
"transceiver configured to send and receive data while the battery charge is below the low level 
and the recharger provides charge to the rechargeable batteiy and to the transceiver, the low level 
being a level at which the batteiy is unable to power the transceiver when the charge is below the 
low level" as included in the combination of elements of claim 1. 

The Office Action correctly aclcnowledges that: 

Miller differs fiom claim 1 of the present invention in that it does 
not explicitly disclose the transceiver configured to send and 
receive data while the battery charge is below the low level, the 
battery unable to power the transceiver when the chatge is below 
the low level, the recharger provides the chaige to the rechargeable 
battery and to the transceiver, the low level being a level which the 
batteiy is unable to pow^ the transceiver when tibe charge is below 
the low level. 

However, the Office Action also states that "Sonoi et al teaches ... a transceiver configured to 
send and receive data wirile the batteiy charge is below the low level (inherent; since a warning is 
given to the user througji the display when the battery drops below a pre-limit value Iwarning 
32)," that "if the voltage over the batteiy drops further below preset limit value 2 warning 33, the 
multi-service mobile station cuts off power supply to the telephone module which are connected 
with the transmission and reception of messages by radio," and that "data trafBc is not cut off 
until the battery level drops below the preset limit value, (power off 35, taught in paragraph 0042 
lines 1-5), the battery unable to power flie transceiver when the charge is below the low level 
(paragr^h 0040 hnes 7-10)." However, while Sonoi et al. teaches several different batteiy 
warning levels, Sonoi et al. does not disclose a single "low level" below which radio 
transmission and recention of data continues while at the same time the batterv is tmahle 
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power the radio transmissfon and recep tio n of messap es when the charge is below the low level. 
Thus, the combination of Milla and Sonoi et al. fails to teach, disclose, or suggest a "transceiver 
confipired to send and receive data wh U e the battery charge is below the low levfel anH th^. 
recharger provides charge to the rechargeable battery and to the transceiver, the low level bein^ g 
level at which the battery is unable to power the trnnaceiver when the charge ia below the low 
level" as included in the combination of elements of claim 1 . 

In fact, Sonoi et al, does not disclose any level below which a recharger provides charge 
to continue radio transmission and reception of data when the battery is unable to power the 
telephone module or other means for radio transmission and reception of data. Viewed as a 
whole, gonoi et al, teaches battery management and data storage techniques wherem radio 
transmission and reception of data is limited to periods in which the battery is able power radio 
transmission and reception. By teaching in paragraph [0040] that "if voltage over batteiy 46 
drops fiirther below preset limit value 2 warning 33. the multi-service mobile station 1 cuts off 
power supply to means 42. which are connected with the ttansmission and reception of messages 
by radio," 3onoi et al, teaches away from use of a recharger to power the transmission and 
reception of data when the battery is unable to power the transmission and reception of data. As 
such, one of ordinary skill in the art would not have been motivated to combine Milier ^s charger 
with the battery management techniques of Sonoi etal. to somehow arrive at the subject matter 
of claim 1. 

As to George et^ it fails to disclose any of the elements of claim 1 mentioned above 
that are lacking in the combination of MUer and Sonoi et aJ . The Office Action states that 
George et al. teaches "an apparatus for recharging a rechargeable battery in a hand held 
transceiver while maintaining communications capabiL"ty through the transceiver when tiie 
rechargeable battery is unable to power the tiwisceiver (abstract col. llines 9-18 and col. 1 lines 
40-67)." George et al., however, discloses only "a rechargeable battery which requires periodic 
recharging due to normal transceiver use" (col. 1, and lines 9-18) and that "[t]he battery charger 
fiirther includes charging circuit means for selectively charging the transceiver battery from a 
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source of a first voltage during transaaiit mode and the source of a second, higher voltage during 
receive mode" (Col. 1, lines 49-53). George et al. does not disclose a "low level" below which 
the battery is unable to power the transceiver, and below which the transceiver is powered by the 
recharger. Thus, the cited combination of MM in view of Sonoietal. and further in view of 
^' t° teach, disclose, or suggests of the elements of claim 1 as combined therein. 

Furthermore, George e^ al- has nothing to do with radio transmission of data, but rather 
discloses "a conventional transceiver having a microphone, speaker, and ... a push-to-talk (PTT) 
switch . . . ." Col. 3. lines 28-34. Georee et al. discloses that "PTT switch 16 in the charger 
ampUfier is used for selecting the operating modes of both the charger amplifier and the 
transceiver. Col, 4, lines 54-57. Thus, viewed as a whole, George at al. discloses only a 
conventional transceiver that requires a PTT switch for the transceiver to operate, and also to 
enable different charge levels for transmit and receive modes during charging. To modify the 
portable data phone of Miller to include the PTT switch-enabled battery charger of Georee et al. 
would, in effect, change a principle of operation of ^^KUse (i,e., transmission and reception of 
data without the use of a PTT switch) and would also render Miller unsuitable for its intended 
putpose of transmitting and receiving data. Accordingly, one of ordinary skill in the art would 
not have been motivated to combine MUfiE's portable data phone with the PTT switch^abled 
battery charger of George et_d, to somehow arrive at the subject matter of claim 1. which also 
involves the radio transmission of data. 

Thus, the combined teachings of Miller in view of Soinietal. and further in view of 
George et al are not sufficient to render the subject matter of claim 1 prima fade obvious 
because the cited combination fails to teach, disclose, or suggest aU of the elements of claim 1 as 
combined therein, and because there is no suggestion or motivation to modify Miller or to 
otherwise combine the teachings of MUa Soini et al.. and George et al. to anive at the subject 
matter of claim 1 . Any suggestion or motivation to combine or otherwise modify the teachings 
of mier. Soini etaL and George e.t aL has been taken from Applicants' own disclosure using 
hindsight, which is improper. Accordingly, Applicants request that the rejection of claim 1 under 
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35 U.S.C. § 103(a) be withdrawn. Additionally, claim 3 depends fiom claim 1, and is thus 
patentable over the cited combination of references for at least the same reasons, and AppUcants 
further request that the rejection of claim 3 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) be withdrawn as well. 

ii. Claims 14-16 

Applicants respectfoUy submit that Ihe Office Action fails to estabUsh a prima facie case 
of obviousness with regard to claim 14 for at least two reasons. First, the cited combination of 
AfiUer in view of goini etaL and further in view of Georee et al. fails to teach, disclose, or 
suggest all of the elements of claim 14 as combined thei«in. Second, there is no suggestion or 
motivation to modify MiUer or to otherwise combine the teachings of ^^Uct, Soini et al.. and 
George etaL to arrive at the subject matter of claim 14. 

Specifically, claim 14 recites a "transceiver configured to send and receive data while the 
battery charge is below the low level and the recharging connector receives power from a power 
source and provides power to the rechargeable battery and to ttie transceiver, the low level being 
a level at which the battery is unable to power the transceiver when the charge is below the low 
level." The cited combination of MiHer in view of Soinietal. and further in view of George et 
does not teach, disclose, or suggest a "transceiver configured to send and receive data while 
the battery charge is below the low level and the recharging connector receives power from a 
power source and provides power to the rechargeable battery and to the transceiver, the low level 
being a level at which the battery is unable to power the transceiver when the charge is below the 
low level" as included in the combination of elements of claim 14. 
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The Office Action correctly acknowledges that: 

Miller differs fiom claim 14 of the present invention in that it does 
not explicitly disclose the transceiver configqied to send and 
receive data while the battery charge is below the low level, the 
battery unable to power the transceiver when the charge is below 
the low level, the r^sharger provides the charge to the rechargeable 
battery and to the transceiver, the low level being a level which the 
battery is unable to power the transceiver when the charge is below 
the low level. 

However, the Office Action also states that "Sonoi et al teaches ... a transceiver configured to 
send and receive data while the battery charge is below the low level (hiherrat, since a warning is 
given to the user through the display when the battery drops below a pre-Unut value Iwaming 
32)," that 'If the voltage over the battery drops fijrther below preset limit value 2 warning 33, the 
multi-service mobile station cuts off power supply to the telephone module which are connected 
with the transmission and reception of messages by radio," and that "data traffic is not cut off 
until the battery level drops below the preset limit value, (power off 3S, taught in paragraph 0042 
lines 1-5), the battery unable to power the transceiver when the charge is below the low level 
(paragraph 0040 lines 7-10)." However, while Sonoi et al. teaches several different battery 
warning levels, Sonoi et does not disclose a single "low level" below which radio 
transmission and tfypptjon of data continues while at the same time the battefvi.Q ..nahU fn 
power the radio tranamisfiinn and reception of mftfiBaff ^^B when the charge is below the low level. 
Thus, the combination of MUla and Sonoi et al. fails to teach, disclose, or suggest a "transceiver 
confiB»Pg4 to SPnd and receive data while the battery charpft is below the low IavpI th. 
recharging connector receives power from a power souice and provides power to the 
rechargeable battery and to the transceiver, the low level beinp a level at which the balterv is 
u nable to power the transceiver when the ch arge is below the low level " as included in the 
combinatiQu of elements of claim 14. 
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In fact, Sonoi e^: al does not disclose any level below which a rechaxger provides charge 
to continue radio transnussion and reception of data when the battery is imble to power the 
telephone module or other means for radio transmission and reception of data. Viewed as 3 
whole, Sonoi et aL teaches battery management and data storage techniques wherein radio 
transmission and reception of data is limited to periods in which the battery is able power radio 
transmission and reception. By teaching in paragraph [0040] that '•if voltage over battery 46 
drops furttier below preset limit value 2 warning 33, the multi-service mobile station 1 cuts off 
power supply to means 42, which are connected with the transmission and reception of messages 
by radio," Sonoi et al, teaches away from use of a recharger to power the transmission and 
reception of data when the battery is unable to power the transmission and reception of data. As 
such, one of ordinary skill in the art would not have been motivated to combine Miller 's charger 
with the battery management techniques of Sonoi et al. to somehow arrive at the subject matter 
of claim 14. 

As to Georse et al., it fails to disclose any of the elements of claim 14 mentioned above 
that are lacking in the combination of Miller and Sonoi et al . The Office Action states that 
Gfflrge et aL teaches "an apparatus for recharging a rechargeable battery in a hand held 
transceiver while maintaining communications c^abihty through the transceiver when the 
rechargeable battery is unable to power the transceiver (abstract; coL I lines 9-18 and col. 1 lines 
40-67)." George et al., however* discloses only "a rechargeable battery which requires periodic 
recharging due to normal transceiver use*' (coL 1, and lines 9-18) and that "[t]he battery Ghaiger 
further includes charging circuit means for selectively charging the transceiver battery fiom a 
source of a first voltage during transmit mode and the source of a second, higher voltage during 
receive mode" (Col. 1, lines 49-53). George et al. does not disclose a "low level" below which 
the battery is unable to power the transceiver* and below which the transceiver is powered by the 
recharger. Thus, the cited combination of MiUer in view of Sonoi etal. and further in view of 
George et al. fails to teach, disclose, or suggests of the elements of claim 14 as combined therein. 
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Furthennore, George et aL has nothing to do with radio transmission of data, but rather 
discloses "a conveaitional transceiver having a microphone, speaker, and ... a push-to-talk (PTT) 
switch . , . Col. 3, lines 28-34. George et al. discloses that "PTT switch 16 in the charger 
amplifier is used for selecting the operating modes of both the charger amplifier and the 
transceiver. Col. 4, lines 54-57. Thus, viewed as a whole, George at al. discloses only a 
conventional transceiver that requires a PTT switch for the transceiver to operate, and also to 
enable different charge levels for transmit and receive modes during charging. To modify the 
portable data phone of NCUer to include the PTT switch-enabled battery charger of George et al. 
would, in effect, change a principle of operation of Miller (i.e., transmission and reception of 
data without the use of a PTT switch) and would also render Miller unsuitable for its intended 
purpose of transmitdng and receiving data. Accordingly, one of ordinary skill in the art would 
not have been motivated to combine ^fiUa's portable data phone with the PTT switch-enabled 
battery charger of Georee et al. to somehow arrive at the subject matter of claim 14. which also 
involves the radio transmission of data. 

Thus, tbt combined teachings of Miller in view of Soinietal. and further in view of 
George et al. are not sufficient to rraider the subject matter of claim 14 prima facie obvious 
because the dted combination fails to teach, disclose, or suggest all of the elements of claim 14 
as combined therein, and because there is no suggestion or motivation to modify Miller or to 
otherwise combine the teachings of MUct, Soini et al,. and Georee et al. to arrive at the subject 
matter of claim 1 4. Any suggestion or motivation to combine or otherwise modify tiie teachings 
ofjVIiller, Soini et aj. and Georpeetal, has been taken from >^>plicants* own disclosure using 
hindsight, which is improper. Accordingly, Apphcants request that the rejection of claim 14 
under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) be withdrawn. Additionally, claims 15-16 depend fi»m claim 14, and 
are thus patentable over the cited combination of references for at least the same reasons, and 
Applicants further request diat the regection of claims 15-16 under 35 U.S.C. § X03(a) be 
withdraiwn as well. 

b. Rejection of claims 2 and 4-6 based on Mffler in view of Soini etaL, and 
further in view of George et al. and further in view of Hazzard et aL 
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In section 3 of the Office Action, claims 2 and 4-6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Miller in view of Soini et al. and further in view of George etal. and 
further in view of Hazzard et al, (U.S. PubUshed Patent Application No. 2002/0163778). Claims 
2 and 4-6 depend fiom claim 1 . As stated above, the combination of Miller in view of Soini et 
al and further in view of George et al. ftils to render the subject matter of claim 1 prima facie 
obvious. As to gazzard et al., it fails to make up for any of the deficiencies in the combination 
of MSE in view of Soini etal. and further in view of George etal. mentioned above. Thus, 
AppUcants believe that claims 2 and 4-6 are patentable over the cited combination of Miller in 
view of SoinietaL and further in view of George etaJ. and futtber in view of HazzardetaL for at 
least the same reasons as claim 3. Accordingly, Applicants request that the rejection of claims 2 
and 4-6 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) be withdrawn. 

c. Rejection of claims 7-13 based on Soini et al. in view of Janik et al. and 
fartiier in view of George et al. 

In section 4 of the Office Action, claims 7-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Soini et al. in view of Janik etal (U.S. Published Patent Application No. 
2002/0078248)and further in view of George etal . With regard to claim 7, AppUcants 
respectfully submit that neitiier Soini et al. nor Janik etal. discloses, teaches, or suggests 
'^providing power finom the recharger to the transceiver of the handheld oonq)uter and the battery 
while the handheld computer is coupled to the recharger" and "establishing an RF link using the 
liaasceiver while the battery has a relatively low charge and the handheld computer is coupled to 
flie recharger" as included in the combination of steps of claim 7. 
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As to George ett al.. it does not disclose, teacb, or suggest transmitting data over a radio 
frequency link from a handheld computer having a low battery charge. As the Office Action 
correctly ^knowledges in response to Applicants' arguments filed Jmie 9, 2005. George et al. 
does not explicitly disclose a handheld computer. However, the Office Action further states that 
George et al. "teaches a hand held transceiver such that the transceiver is configured to send and 
receive data while a recharger provides charge to a rechargeable battery (col 1 lines 40-67)." 
Applicants respectfully disagree. 

George et aj, has nothing to do with radio transmission of data, but rather discloses "a 
conventional transceiver having a microphone, speaker, and ... a push-to-talk (PTT) switdi . . . ." 
Col. 3, lines 28-34. Georpe est al. discloses that "PTT switch 16 in the charger amplifier is used 
for selecting the operating modes of both the charger amplifier and the transceiver. Col. 4, hnes 
54-57. Thus, viewed as a whole, George at al. discloses only a conventional transceiver that 
requires a PTT switch for the transceiver to operate, and also to enable diffwent charge levels for 
transmit and receive modes during charging. To modify the muhi-service mobile station of 
Sflpoietd, or the personal digital assistant of Janilr etal. to include the PTT switch-enabled 
battery charger of George et al. would, in effect, change a principle of operation of Sonoi et al. 
and Janik et al. (i.e., transmission and reception of data without the use of a PTT switch) and 
would also render Sonoi et al. and Janik etal. unsuitable for their intended purposes of 
transmitting and receiving data. Accordingly, one of ordinary skill in the art would not have 
been motivated to combine the multi-service mobile station of Sonoi etal. or the personal digital 
assistant of .TaTiik et al. with the PTT switch-enabled battery charger of George etal. to somehow 
anive at the subject matter of claim 7, which also involves the radio transmission of data. 

Accordingly, Applicants submit that no proper combination of Soinietal.. l^mi^ce-.t^^^ , 
and fifiprge et al. provides all of the steps recited in claim 7. Therefore. Applicants respectfully 
request that the rejection of claim 7 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) be withdrawn. Additionally, 
claims 8-13 depend from claim 7, and are thus patraitable over the cited combination of 
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references for at least the same reasons as claim 7, and Applicants further request that the 
rejection of claims 8-13 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) be withdrawn as well 

d. Rejection of claim 17 h^sed on Miller in view of Soinietal, and farther in 
view of George et ah and further in view of Huat 

la section 5 of the Office Action, cl^im 17 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Miller in view of Soini et al and further in view of George etal. and further in 
view of Huat (US. PubUshed Patent AppUcation No. 2002/0133565). Claim 17 depends from 
claim 14- As stated above, the combination of Miller in view of Soini et al. and further in view 
of George et al. fails to render the subject matter of claim 14 prima facie obvious. As to Huat. it 
fails to make up for any of the deficiencies in the combination of Miller in view of Soini et al. 
and further in view of George etal. mentioned above. Thus, Applicants believe that claim 17 is 
patentable over the cited combination of MiUer in view of Soini et al. and further in view of 
George et al. and further in view of Huat for at least the same reasons as claim 14- Accordingly, 
AppUcants request that the rejection of claim 17 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) be withdrawn. 

e. Rejection of claims 18-19 based on Miller in view of Soini etal, and further 
in view of George et^ and farther in view of Jtoik et al. 

In section 6 of the OflSce Action, claims 18-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Miller in view of Somi etal. and fiuUaer in view of George et al. and 
fiirther in view of Janik et aL Claims 18-19 depend fcota claim 14. As stated above, the 
combination of Miller in view of Soini et al. and further in view of George et al. fails to render 
the subject matter of claim \A prima facie obvious. As to Taniir ai , it fails to make up for any 
of the deficiencies in the combination of Millg in view of Soini etal. and further in view of 
GeorRcctaL mentioned above. Thus, Applicants believe that claims 18-19 are patentable over 
the cited combination of Mill^ in view of Soini et al, and further in view of George etal. and 
further in view ofHi^t for at least the same reasons as claim 14. Accordingly. Applicants 
request that the rejection of claims 18-19 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) be withdrawn. 
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f. Rejection of claim 20 based on Janik et al. in view of Soini et aL and iterther 
in view of George et al. 

In section 7 of the Office Action, claim 20 is rejected under 35 U.S.C § 103(a) as being 
mqiatentable over Janik et al. in view of SoinietaJ. and further in view of Gearfgeetal . 
Applicants respectfully submit that the Office Action fails to establish a prima facie case of 
obviousness with regard to claim 20 for at least two reasons. First, the cited combination of 
Jaoik et al. in view ofSoinietal. and further in view of George et al. feils to teach, disclose, or 
suggest all of the elements of claim 1 as combined therein. Second, there is no suggestion or 
motivation to modify .Tamketal. or to othenvise combine the teachings of Janik etaL. Soini et 
Ml, and GeorgeetaL to arrive at the subject matter of claim 20. 

Specifically, claim 20 recites "wherein the RF transceiver is configured to seed and 
receive data while the battery charge is below the low level and the module receives power from 
a power source and provides power to the rechargeable battery and to the transceiver, the low 
level being a level al which the battery is unable to power the transceiva- when the charge is 
below the low level." The cited combination of Janik et al. in view of Soinietal. and further in 
view of George et 4 does not teach, disclose, or suggest "wherein the RF transceiver is 
configured to send and receive data while the battery charge is below the low level and the 
module receives power from a power source and provides power to the rechargeable battery and 
to the transceiver, the low level being a level at which the battery is unable to power the 
transceiver when the charge is below the low level" as included in the combination of elements 
of claim 20. 

The Office Action correctly acknowledges that: 

Janik et al. differs from claim 20 of the present invention in that it 
does not explicitly disclose the transceiver configured to send and 
receive data while the battery charge is below the low level, the 
battery unable to power the transceiver, the low level bemg a level 
which the battery is unable to power the transceiver when the 
charge is below the low level. 
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However, the Office Action also states that "Sonoi et al teaches ... a transceiver configured to 
send and receive data while the batteiy charge is below the low level (inherent, since a warning is 
given to the user through the display when the batteiy drops below a pte-limit value Iwaming 
32)." that "if the voltage over the batteiy drops forfher below preset limit value 2 watning 33, the 
multi-service mobUe station cuts off power supply to the telephone module which are connected 
with the transmission and reception of messages by radio," and that "data traffic is not cut off 
until the battery level drops bebw the preset hmit value, (power offSS, taught in paragraph 0042 
Imes 1-5), the battery unable to power the transceiver when the charge is below the low level 
(paragraph 0040 lines 7-10)." However, while Sonoi et al. teaches several different battay 
warning levels, Sonoi et does not disclose a single "low level" below which radio 
transmission and reception of data continues while at the same time the battery is unable to 
power the radio transmiBBion and rece ptiom of messa ^s when the charge is below the low level. 
Thus, the combination of Janiketal. and Sonoi et al. fails to teach, disclose, or suggest a 
"wherein the RF transceiver is confi^red to sfmA and receive data while the hatterv char pe in 
below the low levsl and the module receives power from a power source and provides power to 
the rechargeable battery and to the transceiver, the low level being a level at which the battery is 
unable to power the tran sceiver when the charpe is below the low lev^y 

In fact, Sonoi et aL does not disclose any level below which a rechaiger provides charge 
to continue radio transmission and reception of data when the battery is unable to power the 
telephone module or other means for radio transmission and reception of data. Viewed as a 
whole, gonoi et aL teaches only battery management and data storage techniques y/tec&n radio 
transmission and reception of data is limited to periods m which the battery is able power radio 
transmission and reception. By teaching in paragraph [0040] that "if voltage over batteiy 46 
drops further below preset limit value 2 warning 33, the multi-service mobile station 1 cuts off 
power supply to means 42, which are connected with the transmission and reception of messages 
by radio," Sonoi et q^, teaches away from use of a recharger to power the transmission and 
reception of data wheo the battery is unable to power the transmission and reception of data. As 
such, one of ordinary skill m the art would not have been motivated to combhie liie charger of 
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Janil^^tftL with the battery management techniques of Sonoi et al. to somehow airive at the 
subject matter of claim 20. 

As to George et 4, it fails to disclose any of the elem^its of claim 20 mentioned above 
that are lacking in the combination of Janiketal. and Sonoi et al . The Office Action states that 
George et al. teaches "an apparatus for recharging a rechargeable battery in a hand held 
transceiver xvhile maintaining conmranications capabiUty through the transceiver when the 
rechargeable battery is unable to power the transceiver (abstract, col. 1 lines 9-18 and coL I lines 
40-67)." George ^tsL however, discloses only "a rechargeable battery which requires periodic 
recharging due to nomial transceiver use" (col. 1, and lines 9-18) and that "[t]he battery charger 
further includes charging circuit means for selectively charging the transceiver battery from a 
source of a first voltage during transmit mode and the source of a second, higher voltage during 
receive mode" (Col. 1, lines 49-53). Georeeetal. does not disclose a "low level" below which 
the battery is unable to power the transceiver, and below which the transceiver is powered by the 
recharger. Thus, the cited combination of Janiketal. in view of Sonoi et al. and further in view 
offifiprgeetal. fails to teach, disclose, or suggests of the elements of claim 20 as combined 
thereiiL 

Furthermore, George et al. has nothing to do with radio transmission of data, but rather 
discloses "a conventional transceiver having a microphone, speaker, and ... a push-to-talk (PTT) 
switch . . . Col. 3, lines 28-34. Georpeetal. discloses that "PTT switch 16 in the charger 
amplifier is used for selecting ttie operating modes of both the charger amplifier and the 
transceiver. Col. 4, lines 54-57. Thus, viewed a£ a v^hole, George at al. discloses only a 
conventional U-anscdver that requires a PTT switch for the transceiver to operate, and also to 
enable diiferent charge levels for transmit and receive modes during charging. To modify the 
personal digital assistant of Janikem to include the PTT switch-enabled battery charger of 
Q^g® ^ al , would, in effect, change a principle of operation of J[anikjtal, (i.e., transmission 
and reception of data without the use of a PTT switch) and would also render Janiketal. 
unsuitable for its intended purpose of transmitting and receiving data. Accordingly, one of 
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ordinary skill in the art would not liave been motivated to combine ihe portable data phone of 
Tanik fit flL with the PTT switch-enabled battery charger of George etal. to somehow airive at the 
subject matter of claim 20, which also involves the radio transmission of data. 

Thus, the combined teachings of Janiketal in view of Soini et al. and further in view of 
George et al. a re not sufficient to render the subject matter of claim 20 prima facie obvious 
because the cited combination fails to teach, disclose, or suggest all of the elements of claim 20 
as combined therein, and because there is no suggestion or motivation to modify Janik et al. or to 
otherwise combine the teachings of Janik et al.. Soini et al.. and George et al. to arrive at the 
subject matter of claim 20. Any suggestion or motivation to combine or otherwise modify the 
teachings of Jqw'H ^. Soini et al. and George et al. has been talcen from Applicants* own 
disclosure using hindsight, which is improper. Accordingly. AppUcants request that the rejection 
of claim 20 under 35 U.S.C § 103(a) be withdrawn. 
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Conclnsion 



Applicants believe that the present {plication is now in condition for allowance. 
Favorable reconsideration of the plication as amended is respectfully requested. 

The Examiner is invited to contact the undersigned by telephone if it is felt fbst a 
telephone interview would advance the prosecution of the present application. 

The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any additional fees vs*ich maybe 
required regarding this appUcation under 37 C.F.R. §§ 1.16-1.17, or credit any overpayment, to 
Deposit Account No. 06-1447. Should no proper payment be enclosed herewith, as by a check 
being in the wrong amount, unsigned, postulated, otherwise improper or informal or even 
entirely missing, the Commissioner is authorized to charge the unpaid amount to Deposit 
Account No. 06-1447. If any extensions of time are needed for timely acceptance of papers 
submitted herewith. Applicants hereby petition for such extension under 37 C.F.R. § 1 .136 and 
authorizes payment of any such extensions fees to Deposit Account No. 06-1447. 



Respectfully submitted, 




By 




FOLEY & LARDNER LLP 
Customer Number: 26371 
Telephone: (414) 297-5554 
Facsimile: (414) 297-4900 



Chad E. Bement 
Attorn^ for Applicants 
Registration No. 54,991 
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